20061130.ba v03_n979.bam.20061130

>From ???@??? Thu Nov 30 13:38:04 2006 -0600
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 19:36:59 GMT
From: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: BOATANCHORS digest 3979
Message-Id: <20061130193702.BC9E73185B3@srvr1.theporch.com>

			    BOATANCHORS Digest 3979

Topics covered in this issue include:

  1) National CNA-30501 Transformer - What is it?
	by David Hollander <n7rk@cox.net>
  2) National CNA-30501 Transformer - More Info
	by David Hollander <n7rk@cox.net>
  3) Re: HW-32 final neutralizing?
	by "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com>
  4) Re: HW-32 final neutralizing?
	by john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
  5) Addendum to "Free to a good home - lots of milsurplus parts."
	by Tom Norris <r390a@bellsouth.net>
  6) Re: National CNA-30501 Transformer - What is it?
	by Chuck McGregor <cbmcg@comcast.net>
  7) Re: National CNA-30501 Transformer - Correction
	by Chuck McGregor <cbmcg@comcast.net>
  8) Army radio design flops
	by stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
  9) 6DQ5 tales
	by stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
 10) ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
	by "David  Thompson" <thompson@mindspring.com>
 11) Re: Army radio design flops
	by "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
 12) Re: Army radio design flops
	by "Marty Reynolds' debris field" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
 13) Re: Army radio design flops
	by AAFRadio <mike_25-z@aafradio.org>
 14) Re: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
	by "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
 15) Re: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
	by "WA3GIN @ Arlington County, VA" <wa3gin@erols.com>
 16) Re: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
	by wb3fau@att.net
 17) AM 
	by Robert Kemp <bkemp@bobkemp.com>
 18) AM calling frequency
	by "B. Smith" <smithab11@comcast.net>
 19) re: AM
	by n9jcq@aol.com
 20) Re: Army radio design flops
	by W7QHO@aol.com
 21) Re: AM calling frequency
	by David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com>

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Message-ID: <456CC06E.6040808@cox.net>
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 16:04:14 -0700
From: David Hollander <n7rk@cox.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: National CNA-30501 Transformer - What is it?
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

I have a transformer labeled CNA-30501 which I believe is from national. 
I can't find it in my limited national parts catalogs. Anybody recognize 
tis and have some specs?

Here is a photo

http://members.cox.net/radiostuff9/cna30501.JPG

Tnx y 73,

Dave N7RK
-- 
***********************************************************
Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*

ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX

Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector

------------------------------
Message-ID: <456CC8BC.2090908@cox.net>
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 16:39:40 -0700
From: David Hollander <n7rk@cox.net>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: National CNA-30501 Transformer - More Info
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Hi again - I should have mentioned that this TRANSFORMER has 4 terminals 
since several people wrote back that it was a choke.

Dave N7RK
-- 
***********************************************************
Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*

ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX

Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector

------------------------------
Message-ID: <041d01c71348$ba9b2010$660fa8c0@radioroom>
From: "Tom Rauch" <w8ji@contesting.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: HW-32 final neutralizing?
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 18:55:35 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	format=flowed;
	charset="iso-8859-1";
	reply-type=response
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

> I'll second that...I had a G76 as a retread novice in the 
> early 70s, and  it's 'DQ5 worked well, with lot's of abuse 
> and poorly matched antennas.  I never changed PA tubes and 
> they were still going as new when I swapped off the rig.

I really don't know why so many cling to the idea "antenna 
match" determines stability in a PA with a reasonably high Q 
adjustable tank circuit. The very act of adjusting the 
network restores the same loadline to the tube anode 
regardless of load impedance. The tube has no clue if the 
load has a 3:1 SWR, 1:1 SWR, or any reasonable value just so 
long as the tube's normal operating currents are restored by 
network adjustment. If you can't restore the loadline at the 
anode, then the plate current (and screen current) will be 
off.

As for sweep tubes, they sometimes do have wide variations 
in the stray inductance or capacitances in the tubes. As a 
general rule tubes with long thin leads are more of a 
problem. Not compactrons.

Most of these variations can be corrected if someone is 
willing to reneutralize the stage and repeak the input. For 
example I have no trouble at all using any vintage 6146 in 
any of my gear, and I can freely swap 6146's for the sweep 
tubes in my Drake gear and back again...but I do alter some 
component values. In my days of fooling around with old 
monoband Swan transceivers I swapped a really heavy duty 
6LW6 in place of the puny 6DQ5 without any major issues.

With a grid to anode capacitance of 0.4pF the 6GE5 isn't 
actually that bad. The problem is getting the neutralization 
right, and making sure the screen is bypassed. I'd approach 
it in a logical manner and confirm it is neutralized 
properly rather than tossing in the towel. A 6146 is about 
.25pF, so it isn't a day and night change.

73 Tom 

------------------------------
Message-Id: <6.2.1.2.2.20061128190507.035d4eb0@pop-server.nc.rr.com>
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 19:09:46 -0500
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: john <johnmb@nc.rr.com>
Subject: Re: HW-32 final neutralizing?
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed

My comment about antenna match had nothing to do with "stability",  but was 
mentioned to point out that the rig had loaded into numerous very 
mismatched antennas with the resultant plate current excursions.

Then, as now, I was very quick on the key, and did understand what voltage 
X current meant in regards resulting plate dissipation (even if I wasn't 
always successful with my indoor antenna designs).

John K5MO


At 06:55 PM 11/28/2006, Tom Rauch wrote:
>>I'll second that...I had a G76 as a retread novice in the early 70s, 
>>and  it's 'DQ5 worked well, with lot's of abuse and poorly matched 
>>antennas.  I never changed PA tubes and they were still going as new when 
>>I swapped off the rig.
>
>I really don't know why so many cling to the idea "antenna match" 
>determines stability in a PA with a reasonably high Q adjustable tank 
>circuit. The very act of adjusting the network restores the same loadline 
>to the tube anode regardless of load impedance. The tube has no clue if 
>the load has a 3:1 SWR, 1:1 SWR, or any reasonable value just so long as 
>the tube's normal operating currents are restored by network adjustment. 
>If you can't restore the loadline at the anode, then the plate current 
>(and screen current) will be off.
>
>As for sweep tubes, they sometimes do have wide variations in the stray 
>inductance or capacitances in the tubes. As a general rule tubes with long 
>thin leads are more of a problem. Not compactrons.
>
>Most of these variations can be corrected if someone is willing to 
>reneutralize the stage and repeak the input. For example I have no trouble 
>at all using any vintage 6146 in any of my gear, and I can freely swap 
>6146's for the sweep tubes in my Drake gear and back again...but I do 
>alter some component values. In my days of fooling around with old 
>monoband Swan transceivers I swapped a really heavy duty 6LW6 in place of 
>the puny 6DQ5 without any major issues.
>
>With a grid to anode capacitance of 0.4pF the 6GE5 isn't actually that 
>bad. The problem is getting the neutralization right, and making sure the 
>screen is bypassed. I'd approach it in a logical manner and confirm it is 
>neutralized properly rather than tossing in the towel. A 6146 is about 
>.25pF, so it isn't a day and night change.
>
>73 Tom
>
>--
>Internal Virus Database is out-of-date.
>Checked by AVG Free Edition.
>Version: 7.1.405 / Virus Database: 268.14.7/537 - Release Date: 11/17/2006



-- 
Internal Virus Database is out-of-date.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.405 / Virus Database: 268.14.7/537 - Release Date: 11/17/2006

------------------------------
Mime-Version: 1.0 (Apple Message framework v752.2)
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
Message-Id: <91449410-55E6-419D-AF4A-D620BABC8854@bellsouth.net>
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=US-ASCII; format=flowed
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Tom Norris <r390a@bellsouth.net>
Subject: Addendum to "Free to a good home - lots of milsurplus parts."
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 18:22:17 -0600

An addendum to the previous post --

The guy with the lot of parts in in norther Virginia


73

Tom

------------------------------
Message-Id: <6.2.1.2.0.20061128164150.037dddf0@mail.comcast.net>
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 16:45:23 -0800
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Chuck McGregor <cbmcg@comcast.net>
Subject: Re: National CNA-30501 Transformer - What is it?
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed; x-avg-checked=avg-ok-61456DE0

Dave-
CNA-30501 is the audio output transformer used in the Navy RAS receiver 
(and possibly other members of the HRO family).
Pri 5K ohms Secondary 2.8 ohms  Primary DC resistance 275 ohms +/- 
10%  Secondary DC res. 0.16 ohms +/- 10%

73,
Chuck N7RHU

At 03:04 PM 11/28/2006, David Hollander wrote:

>I have a transformer labeled CNA-30501 which I believe is from national. I 
>can't find it in my limited national parts catalogs. Anybody recognize tis 
>and have some specs?
>
>Here is a photo
>
>http://members.cox.net/radiostuff9/cna30501.JPG
>
>Tnx y 73,
>
>Dave N7RK
>--
>***********************************************************
>Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
>Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*
>
>ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX
>
>Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector
>
>
>
>
>--
>No virus found in this incoming message.
>Checked by AVG Free Edition.
>Version: 7.1.409 / Virus Database: 268.14.19/555 - Release Date: 11/27/2006


-- 
No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.409 / Virus Database: 268.14.19/555 - Release Date: 11/27/2006

------------------------------
Message-Id: <6.2.1.2.0.20061128164832.03833ac8@mail.comcast.net>
Date: Tue, 28 Nov 2006 16:50:50 -0800
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
From: Chuck McGregor <cbmcg@comcast.net>
Subject: Re: National CNA-30501 Transformer - Correction
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed; x-avg-checked=avg-ok-61456DE0

I slipped up! The CNA-30501 is the matching transformer, mounted in the 
speaker cabinet of the CNA-49105 or CNA49106 speaker cabinets used with the 
RAS receiver.

Please excuse the error
73
Chuck N7RHU


At 03:04 PM 11/28/2006, David Hollander wrote:

>I have a transformer labeled CNA-30501 which I believe is from national. I 
>can't find it in my limited national parts catalogs. Anybody recognize tis 
>and have some specs?
>
>Here is a photo
>
>http://members.cox.net/radiostuff9/cna30501.JPG
>
>Tnx y 73,
>
>Dave N7RK
>--
>***********************************************************
>Dave  N7RK          Boatanchors Home Page: http://members.cox.net/n7rk
>Phoenix, Arizona         *DXCC Honor Roll*    *WAZ#22 - 75 Meter SSB*
>
>ex-XE2/N7RK, N7RK/ZB2, VK2ERK, ZM0AJN, WB6NRK, WN6IWX
>
>Boatanchor and Antique Radio Collector
>
>
>
>
>--
>No virus found in this incoming message.
>Checked by AVG Free Edition.
>Version: 7.1.409 / Virus Database: 268.14.19/555 - Release Date: 11/27/2006


-- 
No virus found in this outgoing message.
Checked by AVG Free Edition.
Version: 7.1.409 / Virus Database: 268.14.19/555 - Release Date: 11/27/2006

------------------------------
Date: Wed, 29 Nov 2006 08:42:00 -0500 (EST)
From: stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
Message-Id: <200611291342.kATDg0bC019336@fracas.netboobie.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Army radio design flops

It got written Army spec'd & built 2-way systems that wuldn't 
intercommunicate after ww-1

Anyone ewver see a BC-148/scr-131?  It's a self-excited oscillator who's
tank is a diamond loop about 20" on a side.

Evidently just built, not designed.  If you got an handle on ElNEC & 
such for method of moments, u see all the current vectors 'buck' since 
such small spacing between sides.

I doubt BC-148s/scr-131s  ever 'talked' more than a few hundred 
feet to each other much less to other scr "2-way systems"  

And who knows, did someone want it that way??  A jurassic squad radio.

Regardless, from Indiana Jones era & they just look great!  Picture
down deep in

 http://www.antiqueradio.com/vinmilequip_Oct-00.html

  'rm

------------------------------
Date: Wed, 29 Nov 2006 08:49:41 -0500 (EST)
From: stuck in 50s <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
Message-Id: <200611291349.kATDnfkR019577@fracas.netboobie.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: 6DQ5 tales

Steve sed

} In the G-76 I was always told to get a 
} RCA tube with the getter on the side.  In my rig, a Westinghouse tube 
} barely worked at 15 meters, but the RCA would work fine at 6 meters and 
} seems to last quite a while, even with heavy use.

Had a G76 at a rural loc'n years back.  Me'n K4STN were working a
6m communicator a county away.  Then KAPOW!  Apparrently plate
lead in 6DQ5 got so hot it trashed the glass-metal seal.

Reaction to KAPOW?  Both of us agreed "this is a great hobby." 

  'rm

------------------------------
Message-ID: <01a201c7140c$59c479c0$a7619a04@yourxb2x7j77gn>
From: "David  Thompson" <thompson@mindspring.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
Date: Wed, 29 Nov 2006 18:16:07 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Bill, W8VYZ has been cited for intentional QRM while operating AM on 7290
which is in the AM window when
broadcast QRM takes 7295.

Please join me in writing the FCC to support Bill (See the letter on the
ARRL WEB page and select FCC Actions).
Make sure you quote the FCC case number when you write.  Not sure if there
is a Web address although Riley has an e-mail address.

I have not been on 40 AM since my antennas are down for maintenance but
there is an active AM group days and summer nights.  I have had a SSB
Operator yell at me
about QRM even though I had been on 7290 before he started a net.

Beware of 7290 as there is a ARRL ARES Net there some days in the mid
afternoon and there is a ARES West Gulf net during hgurricane relief.  I
expect Bill knew this and made sure there was no net.

Dave K4JRB

------------------------------
Message-ID: <004e01c71429$e25cdda0$fa01fea9@262ul>
From: "David Stinson" <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Army radio design flops
Date: Wed, 29 Nov 2006 20:47:28 -0600
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit


----- Original Message ----- 
From: "stuck in 50s" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
Subject: Army radio design flops


 
> Anyone ewver see a BC-148/scr-131?  It's a self-excited oscillator who's
> tank is a diamond loop about 20" on a side.

> I doubt BC-148s/scr-131s  ever 'talked' more than a few hundred 
> feet to each other much less to other scr "2-way systems"  

>From the MRCG meet of 2000:
  "Although back in the 1930s the Army advertised this (BC-148)
   radio's range as being in excess of 5 miles, these little transmitters 
   were heard about 400 miles away 
   during tests a few months before the meet..."

------------------------------
Message-ID: <51736.76.17.111.22.1164888498.squirrel@fracas.netboobie.org>
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 07:08:18 -0500 (EST)
Subject: Re: Army radio design flops
From: "Marty Reynolds' debris field" <polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "Old Tube Radios" <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;charset=iso-8859-1
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 8bit


>
>>From the MRCG meet of 2000:
>   "Although back in the 1930s the Army advertised this (BC-148)
>    radio's range as being in excess of 5 miles, these little transmitters
>    were heard about 400 miles away
>    during tests a few months before the meet..."
>
>

Went back 'n saw that.  Point!

Sure be surprised if it was on the loop.  Everybody'd now be using them on
75 if that
were case

Have run scr-178's 10w mopa into 80m dipole & W8AU recorded a 350 mi 80m qso.
It's on CX website.

   qsl.asti.net/CX

     click rogues gallery then aa4rm

Scr-178 the 'mule pack' forest svc. set Fair advertised as "mule no longer
available"
decades back

------------------------------
Message-ID: <456ED373.2070807@aafradio.org>
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 07:49:55 -0500
From: AAFRadio <mike_25-z@aafradio.org>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: Army radio design flops
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Marty Reynolds' debris field wrote:

>  Have run scr-178's 10w mopa into 80m dipole & W8AU recorded a 350 mi
>  80m qso. It's on CX website.
>
>  qsl.asti.net/CX


Sez "Asti.net expired on 11/18/2006 and is pending renewal or deletion."

------------------------------
Message-ID: <001101c7148a$8dbd8a40$40e6e8c7@Laptop>
From: "RJ Mattson" <rjmattson@hvi.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 09:18:12 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="iso-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

A few years ago, I was listening to a 40m  ham group that had launched a 
weather balloon with a TV camera aboard. It was interesting to listen to all 
the check-ins as the balloon progressed across the state.
Then Bill came on that frequency with a carrier, test and calling cq. The 
balloon group frantically announced their existence and even called Bill on 
the telephone. This didn't cut any ice with Bill as he announced this was 
the AM window.
The balloon group frantically announced a new net frequency but many 
check-ins could not hear through Bill's carrier and wide sidebands.
Via e-mail, I found out later the club balloon and equipment was lost since 
there was no check-ins to triangulate where the balloon landed.
Yes the balloon ham club might have chosen the wrong frequency but it was 
bad behavior on Bill's part. They even called Bill on the telephone asking 
for time.
Would the behavior be condoned from a jamming ssb operator in the ssb 
window? No.
The AM group doesn't need ambassador operators like Bill.
bob...w2ami

----- Original Message ----- 
From: "David Thompson" <thompson@mindspring.com>
Subject: ALERT W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM


Bill, W8VYZ has been cited for intentional QRM while operating AM on 7290
which is in the AM window when
broadcast QRM takes 7295.................

Dave K4JRB


------------------------------
Message-ID: <456EEB6F.3090008@erols.com>
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 09:32:15 -0500
From: "WA3GIN @ Arlington County, VA" <wa3gin@erols.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
CC: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=ISO-8859-1; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Yes,

Also, writing to the FCC won't help Bill. This issue is between the FCC 
and Bill. Best advice for Bill is to dump his attitude, appologize, 
promise to be a better amateur radio operator and move on.  The FCC is 
understaffed and would appreciate quick closure to these types of 
incidents. Doing a denial of service attack via hard mail doesn't change 
anything, it just give the FCC one more reason to wonder why the amateur 
radio service is still justified.  We should mind our own business and 
let grown men deal with theirs!

73,
dave
wa3gin

------------------------------
From: wb3fau@att.net
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Cc: "WA3GIN @ Arlington County, VA" <wa3gin@erols.com>, Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: ALERT  W8VYZ cited for intentional QRM
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 15:49:51 +0000
Message-Id: <113020061549.13641.456EFD9F00043F730000354921603762239A0E00CC0D99@att.net>

Sounds like a bit of PPP,  on the part of the club running the balloon  on 7290.  [P--- poor-
planning]  A real bad  choice of frequency for sure.  
    OK, Bill may have QRMed the event,  but does  anyone  ever consider the QRM showered on
AMers?  Sorry, NO.  Bill is trying to keep the frequency for AMers use.  No-one ever  comes
to the rescue  of  an AM  operator on 40 or 75meters saying "you intentionally interfered
with my operations"  
    Bill is a personal friend of mine, and i support him.  For those of you who do not know
him,  you should.  Bill is  an OT,  but I assure  you, his door  is open to anyone interested
 in radio and home brewing radio projects.  There has to be hundreds of hams who  have gotten
advice, or  free parts from him for a project.  Enough said, we need to support him.
                                                                            WB3FAU-Russ.

------------------------------
Message-ID: <456F1070.50608@bobkemp.com>
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 11:10:08 -0600
From: Robert Kemp <bkemp@bobkemp.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: AM 
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii; format=flowed
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

Isn't basic amateur etiquette to NOT operate on top of someone that is 
currently occupying a frequency? Windows & nets included.... And yes, I 
understand this happens all the time but I don't think mimicking poor 
behavior is proper either. If you can't find a clear frequency - you 
move your net or your operation to a clear spot. Seems to me there's a 
button called an on/off switch to go an await another time to operate.
Bob
wa0vrc

------------------------------
Message-ID: <000801c714a4$a268aeb0$731bc847@HAL1000>
From: "B. Smith" <smithab11@comcast.net>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: AM calling frequency
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 12:26:10 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative;
	boundary="----=_NextPart_000_0005_01C7147A.B7F87EB0"

This is a multi-part message in MIME format.

------=_NextPart_000_0005_01C7147A.B7F87EB0
Content-Type: text/plain;
	charset="Windows-1252"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable

I've heard rumors that a new AM (with carrier) calling frequency is =
going to be tried on 80 and 40 meters. Most of us possess an Extra Class =
license so I assume that it is going to be in the lower part of the new =
phone segments. So my question is what are the proposed frequencies?


breck k4che
ex kn4che=20
Dover, Delaware. Ann't nutten in Dover except a NASCAR track, chickens, =
and hams that can't solder.
------=_NextPart_000_0005_01C7147A.B7F87EB0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*         ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---            *
*     This post contains a forbidden message format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

------=_NextPart_000_0005_01C7147A.B7F87EB0--

------------------------------
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit
Subject: re: AM
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 12:43:29 -0500
MIME-Version: 1.0
From: n9jcq@aol.com
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="us-ascii"; format=flowed
Message-Id: <8C8E2BE2EA2EEE7-560-F90@MBLK-M06.sysops.aol.com>

Bob, I think you summed it up quite nicely.

Not to dip my toes in the muck, but the other night I had 3.885 on the 
box listening to some folks run a net that had been forced there from 
3.872. prior to the start of the net, the Net op asked a number of 
times if the freq was in use(in LSB). I heard no replies myself. The 
net was underway for about 15 minutes when the subject of this 
discussion and a K4 station whom I have listened to and admired for a 
long time initiated contact on AM, completely wiping out the net.

As has been mentioned here ad naseum, the AM window is not sanctioned 
as AM only. I often run AM from my peanut whistle in this window and on 
40M when the freqs are clear and not being utilized.

Bottom line, if the frequency is occupied, either find another empty 
one, wait your turn, change bands, or shut the rig down. Seems so 
simple doesn't? Why is it so difficult to implement...


Joe, N9JCQ (throwing out my soap box)
________________________________________________________________________
Check out the new AOL.  Most comprehensive set of free safety and 
security tools, free access to millions of high-quality videos from 
across the web, free AOL Mail and more.

------------------------------
From: W7QHO@aol.com
Message-ID: <bf9.97ab6a6.32a077d8@aol.com>
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 13:07:20 EST
Subject: Re: Army radio design flops
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="part1_bf9.97ab6a6.32a077d8_boundary"


--part1_bf9.97ab6a6.32a077d8_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="ISO-8859-1"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: quoted-printable


In a message dated 11/30/06 4:20:16 AM, polepeeg@aa4rm.ba-watch.org writes:


> >>From the MRCG meet of 2000:
> >=A0=A0 "Although back in the 1930s the Army advertised this (BC-148)
> >=A0 =A0 radio's range as being in excess of 5 miles, these little transmi=
tters
> >=A0 =A0 were heard about 400 miles away
> >=A0 =A0 during tests a few months before the meet..."
> >
> >
>=20
> Went back 'n saw that.=A0 Point!
>=20
> Sure be surprised if it was on the loop.=A0 Everybody'd now be using them=20=
on
> 75 if that
> were case
>=20
>=20
Marty and all,

Yes, actually happened.   During a session of the West Coast Military=20
Collectors Net, SM5UR/W6 up in Los Altos (SF Bay area) fired up his BC-148 a=
nd I=20
copied his signal in Glendale, CA, about a 350 mile path.   Very weak, scrat=
chy=20
signal but I could make out his call.   Unusual condx to say the least.   Fi=
ve=20
miles probably stretching it for reliable coms with these sets.   In 2004 th=
ree=20
of these showed up at the MRCG meet in San Luis Obispo, two complete with=20
GN-35s.

Dennis D. W7QHO
Glendale, CA

--part1_bf9.97ab6a6.32a077d8_boundary
Content-Type: text/plain; charset=us-ascii
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7bit

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *
*         ---REMAINDER OF MESSAGE TRUNCATED---            *
*     This post contains a forbidden message format       *
*  (such as an attached file, a v-card, HTML formatting)  *
*    Mail Lists at theporch.com only accept PLAIN TEXT    *
* If your postings display this message your mail program *
* is not set to send PLAIN TEXT ONLY and needs adjusting  *
* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * *

--part1_bf9.97ab6a6.32a077d8_boundary--

------------------------------
Message-ID: <27411826.1164915409189.JavaMail.root@elwamui-karabash.atl.sa.earthlink.net>
Date: Thu, 30 Nov 2006 13:36:49 -0600 (GMT-06:00)
From: David Stinson <arc5@ix.netcom.com>
To: Old Tube Radios <boatanchors@theporch.com>
Subject: Re: AM calling frequency
Mime-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: text/plain; charset="UTF-8"
Content-Transfer-Encoding: 7Bit

Given the new phone band expansion, I wish the ARRL would call 
a "summit" of all the groups, AM and SSB, that have been 
fighting like little children over the years (the groups at
3878 SSB and 3880 AM come to mind) and hammer-out
a "no fault, no blame" agreement that gives everyone 
a little breathing room.  After all; there's going to be 
plenty of room for everyone and any person who digs in
his heels and says: "Heck, NO!" is going to be seen as
the "bad guy."  This seems like a golden opportunity to 
solve these blasted QRM issues for good.
Whom at ARRL would be the best person to 
speak with about this?

73 Dave S.

------------------------------
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